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when he really was. 'A servant's strict regard for truth, (said
he) must be weakened by such a practice. A philosopher may
know that it is merely a form of denial; but few servants are
such nice distinguishes. If I accustom a servant to tell a lie
for me, have I not reason to apprehend that he will tell many
lies for himself?
On Wednesday, July 20, Dr Johnson, Mr Dempster, and
my uncle Dr [John] Boswell, who happened to be now in
London, supped with me. JOHNSON. Tity is not natural to
man. Children are always cruel. Savages are always cruel.
Pity is acquired and improved by the cultivation of reason.
We may have uneasy sensations from seeing a creature in
distress, without pity; for we have not pity unless we wish
to relieve them. When I am on my way to dine with a friend,
and finding it late, have bid the coachman make haste, if
I happen to attend when he whips his horses, I may feel un-
pleasantly that the animals are put to pain, but I do not wish
him to desist. No, Sir, I wish him to drive on.'
Mr Dempster having endeavoured to maintain that in-
trinsick merit ought to make the only distinction amongst
mankind. JOHNSON. 'Why, Sir, mankind have found that
this cannot be. How shall we determine the proportion of in-
trinsick merit? Were that to be the only distinction amongst
mankind, we should soon quarrel about the degrees of it.
Were all distinctions abolished, the strongest would not long
acquiesce, but would endeavour to obtain a superiority by
their bodily strength. But, Sir, as subordination is very neces-
sary for society, and contentions for superiority very dan-
gerous, mankind, that is to say, all civilized nations, have
settled it upon a plain invariable principle. A man is born
to hereditary rank; or his being appointed to certain offices,
gives him a certain rank. Subordination tends greatly to
human happiness. Were we all upon an equality, we should
have no other enjoyment than mere animal pleasure.*
I said, I considered distinction of rank to be of so much
importance in civilized society, that if I were asked on the
same day to dine with the first Duke in England, and with
the first man in Britain for genius, I should hesitate which
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